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REMARKS 

i < ! v u ! , > ' i 1-4 i S J N i k 

33 have been reje c Cta ^ sad 33 ive bee Ejected to and ere am fed in the 

amendment d rted December 2 1 , 2006 ( brims 2 13 19, and 3 I ha\ e beers cant eied m a p ioi 
amendment. 

V^O^ md;JC^ x ■■ - '-et 

The Examiner olm^ te<i m , Uoe\ I 15, ib md > o mme demon* nt upon a rope ted 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 

i - 1 sriuen claims 4, 15, 

21, and 33 in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims in the amendment dated December 21, 2006. Applicants thank the Examiner 

or the I ubject. n ter and respectfully submit that claims 4, 15, 2 b and 33 are in 

condition for allowance. 

Claim Rejections tmder 35 g .103 

Claims 1, 3, 5-12, 14, 16-18, 20, 22-30, and 32 wcte m e> <. a< V; we , *h o-c 
II S, Patent 6,049,7 1 6 to Jung (hereinafter '^ring 5 *) in view of TIA/EIA (ANSI/TIA/EIA-95-Br 
1995?) (hereinafter "TIA/EIA") . This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, the prior art reference (or references when 
combined) - ' c r suggest t th claim limitations Phe teaching or suggestion to- make 
thee rimed( mib t 1 oa 4 e - sonable expectat o n- e ! K i s i id 

prior art, not in Applicants' disclosure." In re Vaeck.. 947 F.2d 488.. 20 USPQ2d 1438 {Fed. Car. 
199.1). 

"OC i U\ M 11 1 i , s i M ITS <■■' I Lri 

established regarding claims 1, 3, 5-12, 14, 16-18, 20, .22-30, and 32 because the prior art cited 
does i o it xdi o i f i i o o i 

Applicants' previously amended claim 1 recites: "wherein the mobile station is 
on y\ I to modify sc >i j >n >ion j ■? n respo le network directing the 



Customer No 236'% 



8 



PATENT 



b to< ^. f? handorX wherein the inm j , \ 

I niK j/o, wherein if th c! ^ it ?e is set to 

* irst m t 1 v s i em tad 1 ted to leave <. le tram 

U i>s.C 00x1^70 M^'M^oi o' f * ! I ! "O c U ^'s 

the examiner. 

hmg teaches e sngg^s as d , 1 K*tD\fS 

Oii KU J 1 "(sii-!. 1 1 t. , ^ h 1 ui Ocikftt' i 

h el i 1 in 1 i 1 ^ v i i i v ^ s k 

the pilot signal strength of a « k < i« * - station is above the predetermined level and is 
also stronger by a prescribed value than the weakest base station in the active stale, the base 
station 'Control! r (BS« « nructs the mob s aiion to drop the weakest base station in the 
present active state. (Abstract, col. 3, Sines 1 1-67} Oespue 1 < < iab\ oi K h $ jeibfenct.\ 
^ppheanU du.np.Dii m fou <nn a aching or jgesmruM th , 1 u; amhhe 

0 is d ct i to enter oft handoff, die frame size is set to a first size and wherein if the 
mobile station is diret ted to hoe, e soft handoft; me frame size is set to a second size." 

The examiner states that "Jung fails to specifically disclose the transmission parameter 
comprises a frame size, wherein if the mobile station is directed to enter soft handofX the frame 
size is set to a first size and wherein if the mobile station is directed to leave soft handoff, the 

1 sis is set i e< nd c However i A'EIA teaches tlie transmission parameter 

composes a frame size (page 7-133, lines 24-32)7' Applicants respectfully disagree that 

HAS B.IA i ach< s tins I mitt zoo. The cited portion of XI A/El A reads as follows: 

""I N j 1 ' ! u ' t ! v < I v Fe „ s (I aim 

1 t > m ■> 15 < < 1 K <. 

Message. 

The base station may revise handoff related parameters for a mobile 
station operating on the Traffic Channel by sending hi . In Traffic System 
Patrmh ) t 

The base station may modifV the values of the oarameiers SRCH WIN A, 
T_ADD,T.DRO? ~ * «h\, 1 K.i h, . 

fbTv.sv; 4 ' ti < > 1 < > i. 1 ' t ,x 1 addition, tit 

oa-t s(, 1 o ! «v > vd U il s - u 1 :z > A NJN, 

SRCH_ WIN R, SOFTJSLOPE, A DD_i NTERCEPT, and DROP_ INTERCEPT 
through the General Handoff Direction Message. 
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None of the items cited in the . portion of the reference .-cited by the examiner make any 
reference to i'r.unc si „ The t \ c u c vi i v \ -.k;- k < i< i ^ t b\ I o * o 
selecting base stations to consider (or soft h&odoff and membership in die various sets 
such as active, neighbor, and candidate sets. Despite careful study of the TIA/EIA 
' t > op ' n ! h i i i ! sue. i e t ^ i o s i ? _'n She 

mobtk si Ho -.< i «i i uui> \ u k s i { s i v p s 

I - i herein the 

t uis nis i n pa ran on rrrses a * e, s\ i ic mobile st tion < re< et 

>en! 1 i c is set to a first s ind wherein if the mob ! < 

is directed to leave soft hamloff, the frame size is set to a second size." 

Furthct. N * s e * . - '■ e and TIA/EIA does not result in Applicants' invention. 
Combing Jung and l lA/EIA would result in a system that utilized the system parameters to 
TIA/EIA to determine which base stations to consider for a soft swap nandoE Therefore, 
Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of claim { be withdrawn. 

la- the Advisory Action the Examiner states: 

In contrast to applicant's assertions, the examiner directs the applicant to 
i \ E A \NS EA lA~95~f>1999). TIA/EIA (ANSI/TIA/EIA-95-B-1999) clear 

' > i i K 1 i 1 n ! J ! ! iX v 1 

parametei > is > i < vc > i o ^ nobil i to < 3r leave soil 

handoff (see .lung, tig. 1-3, col. 2, line 3 to col. 3, line 67), wherein the transmission 
pata; cti ^ i i i j '• , ! v o U J < < i ,A ■ u s i, f>> c u> i 

(frame ske))(s€ ; e 7-133, lines 24-33), wherein if the mobile station is 

directed t< s t dotT (measuring « yz in a PN phase ot i to i 

' ! * . i X 11 v page 7433. 

Hit 2i % hi ! 1 i s i i 

opctatsog v> ' i ts hi s - s !> 

wherein 'ft^e mob , i 1 i ■ s u 

frame size is set to a seem i tse static . 

baneoft re.< 

i ^ . > > i i sage) . 

\ppln .mtsKSp ihh Mi^out that the cites en, n \ i \ > teach or 

smgest the v i - n o t « 5 > - cm I i u > , n x o „ ' < . - a < i o 

t m- » p-namci> is m ne.pocv.. i dv aanmk jirceting the mobile station to enter 

oi leave soft andof! wl s s jme s e 

wherein if the mobile station is directed to enter softhandofl the frame size is set to a 
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rst 1 f the m s do It i ft 5 > J s 

is set to a second size" because the mobile station in the cited portion of the T1A/EIA 

ft < i i el. in t handed ht m< he mol - i is confi i to 
modify a set si as ion para t isponse to i.g din e< c en < sc ' 

! 5 1 I f t u i i 1 ! 

>m m : 1 d ;h i i < \o : k >e?t rmedb> the base 

station No .mention of ai i\ >y the m it ion i thf cited 

f o ! "> I j k 1 X(. t 

rejection be withdrawn. 

Claim 3 depends from claim 1 and is allowable for the same reasons given above for 
claim 1, In addition, claim 3 is allowable as Jung in combination with TIA/B1A does not teach 
the limitation "wherein the first size is greater than the second srze". The examiner cites Jung 
col. 1, line 55 to col. 2 line 19 as teaching mis limitation, and also cites TIA/EIA page 7-133, 
lines 24-32 as teaching it. Applicants respectfully disagree. Jung col. 1, line 55 to col. 2, line 19 
teaches measuring the pilot strengths of potential b; - o itions and how those base stations may 
be used in soft hando.ff. Jung is completely silent regarding frame size. TIA/EIA, as discussed 
above is also silent regarding frame size. Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of 
claim 3 be withdraw]). 

Claims 5-9 depend directly or indirectly from claim 1 and are allowable for the same, 
reasons given above for claims i. 

Claim 10 is allowable for the same reasons given above for claim 1. 

Claims 11, 12, 14-1 7 depend directly from claim 10 and are allowable for the same 
reasons given above for claim 10. In addition, claim 14 is allowable tor the same reasons given 
above for claim 3. 

easons given abo-s c f * 
c < s ; v > o i n j i cm d n t k 

icasom <_ *\cn ft * 1 * j It I ft ? ? 

above for claim 3. 

t ,- 1 ' denends on» dvf ar< i - j. 1 

above far claims 1 and 2. 
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Claim 27 is allowable lor the same reasons given above for claims i. 
5 i o xr< m I , <v '1 1 ^ .tltir a,\ i h >e > K u e 

reasons given above for claim 1 . 



REQUEST FOR ALLOWANCE 



Ir \ icw oi eg* >hca«t submits that all ng ciai « cation, are 

patentable. Accordingly, reconsideration and allowance of this application are earnestly 
solicited. Should any issues remain unresolved, the Examiner is encouraged to telephone the 
us gaed at the m i 

Respect t 1 1 >- i 

Dated: February 27, 2007 Bv " 

" Roberta A 5fo S~ll3 

(S58) 658-5803 



QUALCDMM Incorporated 
5775 Morehouse Drive 
San Diego. California 92121 
T lephone (S - ? 658-5.102 
Ku- C. ! 1 
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